23 JUL19719

Mr. Wade M. Crumbley
Attorney at Law

80 Maoom Street
Mcbonough, Georgla 30253

Deaxr Mr., Crumbley:

This is in reference to Acts lios. 186 (196%2) and 1246
(1976) which provide for at-large elections from residency
adetricts and ' ed terms for the Board of Commissioners
of Benry County, 'gia, submitted to the Attoramey General
pursaant to Seotion 5 of the Voting Rights Act of 1965, as
amended. Your submission was completed on June 7, 1979.

Under Sectiom 5 Henry County has the burden of proving
that the at-large elsctoral system was not adopted with a
discriminatory purpose and that the operation of the at-
large system does not have a racially discriminatory effect.
See Boar v. United Statss, 425 U.5. 130 (1976); Wilkes

Coungg v. Unitad States, 450 F. Supp. 1171 (D.D.C. 1978),
4 4 , XYV U, LEW Weak 3391 (Dec. 4, 1978) (No. 78-78).

See also 28 C.F.R. 51.19,

The Henry County Board of Commissioners is composed
of five members who are aelected for four-year tarms under a
majority vote requirement with staggered terms. Although
blacks constitute 31,.9% of the population of the county
(accoxrding to the 1970 Census), no black has ever been
cleacted to the County Cormmiassion. Prior to the adoption of

Act No, 186 (1969), the Commission was elected from single-
member districts. Our analysis indicatea that a fairly-

drawn single-member district system would probably contain

at least one district with a population majority of hlacks.
Undax the at-large system blacks have been unable to elect

representatives of their choice, and have not bean afforded
effective access to the political process. »Analysis of

precinct returns demonstrates that voting in Henry Count
generally follows raclel lines, at least to the extent o

rendexring very improbable the election of a black candidate
for County Commission.
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Under these oircuastances X an unable to conclude, an
I must under the Voting Rights Aot, that the at-large method
of sleation established by Act Ko. 186 has neither a
disaoriminatory purposs nor a discoriminatory effect.
Accordingly, on behalf of the Attorney General, I nust
interposs sn objegtion pursuent to Section 5 to the
submitted change in mathod of election,

With regard to Aot No. 1240 (1976), I do met objeot to
the staggering of terss par as, dut only to Aet Heo. 1280 to
the extent that (¢ presumes an at-large method of election,

Of course, as provided by Ssction 5 of the Voting
Rights Act, yon have the right to ssek a declaratory
Judgment from the Uhited States Distriot Court for the
District of Columdia that the at-large slection systes
satablished by Aot No, 186 does not have the purpose snd
will not have the offegt of denying or adridging the pright
to vots on agacunt of race or color. In addition, the
Procedures for the idministration of 3sction 5 (28 C.F.R.
5%Y.21(b) and (o)}, $1.23, and 51.24) persit you to request
reconsideration of this objection by the Attorney Jenaersl.
However, until the judgwent fros the Distriot Court 1a
obisined or the obhjection withdrawn, the effect of the
objeotion by the Atterney Gensral is tc make the at-large
nethod of alsoting sembers of the County Commission of Henry
County legally unenforoeable.

To enable the Departiment to meet itz responaibilitvy to
snforce the Voting Rights Aat, please iafors ua within
twenty days of your receipt of this letter of the ocourse of
actien Henry County plans to take with reapeat to this
letter. If you bavs any guestions concerning this letter,
please fsel froe to call John MaoCoon at 202/728-T7839,

Sinoerely,

DRE¥ S. DAY3 11X
Assistant Atteruey Gsnersl
Civil Rights DPivision




